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Biblia Hebraica), van Hoonacker, and Guthe (in Kautzsch's HeiUge 
Schrift). Furthermore, if such a well-balanced text as this proposal 
produces, viz., three successive pairs of infinitives absolute coupled 
together by 1 , had ever stood here, it is hard to understand how the 
last pair came to be spoiled by the loss of its 1 and the transformation 
of its second infinitive into a perfect, third person plural. 

In view of these facts, a new conjecture may not be wholly gratuitous. 
May not the 2 of 12*13 be due to dittography ? If so, we should have 
left the form 12T1 = " they practice oppression." Hosea refers to the 
same type of wickedness again in 5:11; cf. Amos 4:1. The objection 
urged against 122*iB, that it has no definite subject in the context, 
would hold against this conjectural reading also. But this difficulty 
is not a serious one. The verbal idea goes back through the preceding 
infinitives to the beginning of the verse and this is in close proximity 
to the V*lKn "OflSP of vs. 1, who are the ones guilty of all of these 
offenses. 

Another objection to 122*1, on the ground that transitive verbs 
commonly assume the triliteral form in the Qal perfect third singular 
and third plural, is not without force. But the facts are such as to give 
the form 1&*i a very fair chance of legitimacy. On the one hand, 
several intransitive verbs of y"2 origin do not strictly adhere to the 
biliteral forms, e.g., pp2 , "1*10 , )hl (I and II), n*TO , and DM . On 
the other hand, some transitive verbs do retain the biliteral forms in the 
Qal, e.g., 15*1 (Jer. 11:16 — the equivalent of V2*!), IFllfl (Ps. 49:15; 
73:9), pi (Deut. 9:21; Exod. 32:20), rfnp (Num. 23:8), "OlSip 
(Ps. 88:18; II Sam. 22:6), *M*«$ (Ps. 17:9), insti (Ps. 89:42), 
and "33H (Gen. 33:11). V2*l itself does not occur elsewhere in the 

Qal, third person, either singular or plural. 

J. M. Powis Smith 
University of Chicago 



A SPURIOUS ACCOUNT OF HUSS'S JOURNEY TO 
CONSTANCE, TRIAL, AND DEATH 

The book bearing the title, The Infallibility of the Pope at the Council 
of Constance and J. Huss' Trial, Condemnation and Death in the Flames, 1 
came into my hands a year or more ago through Rev. H. Katt, a German 

1 Die Unfehlbarkeit des Papstes auf dem Concil zu Constanz und Johannes Huss' 
Verkdr, Verurtheilung und Feuertod (5. und 6. Juli 141 5). Geschrieben von dem 
Concils-Mitgliede, Pogius, Prior zu St. Niclasen. St. Louis, Mo., 1875. 
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minister of Terre Haute. He wrote me saying that he had been reading 
Schaff's Church History, Vol. V, Part 2, and had found inaccuracies in the 
account of the last incidents in Huss's career. The alleged mistakes 
which he called to my attention were that not a dissenting voice was 
lifted up against the sentence of death and that the prediction concerning 
Luther made by Huss at the stake is spurious. He referred me to an old 
volume in his possession, whose data, as he gave them, startled me and 
sent me on a hunt to look up once more the sources of Huss's career. 
The result was that Mr. Katt kindly sent me the book and that I entered 
into correspondence with several of the leading Huss scholars abroad 
in regard to its true origin. 

The book, according to Mr. Katt, issued at St. Louis in 1875, was 
published by Karl Daenzer, one of the editors of the Anzeiger des Westen, 
in its time an influential sheet but now discontinued, I believe. Daen- 
zer was one of the men of 1848, from Baden, a learned man, who was 
associated closely with Karl Schurz and Praetorius. A monument to 
these three men has been erected already, or is soon to be erected at 
St. Louis. 

The St. Louis edition, as I found out, is a copy of an edition issued 
at Reutlingen in 1846, which in turn pretended to be a reprint of an 
edition printed at Constance in 1523, the title-page bearing these words: 
"Erstmals gedruckt, 1523 zu Costnitz." 

As the title indicates, the book was intended, so far as the St. Louis 
edition is concerned, to be a reply to the dogma of inf allibility pronounced 
in 1870. 

In brief the case and contents are as follows: The author, Pogius, 
a prior of St. Nicholas in Baden, in two letters addressed to his friend 
Leonardo Nikolai, gives an account of his journey with Huss from Prag 
to Constance and of Huss's trial there and his death. The first letter 
bears the date, November 3, 1414, the second, October 14, 141 5. Huss 
died between these two dates, July 6, 1415. The letters are written in 
a vivid style, full of taking references to the customs of the day as well 
as to important personalities at Constance. Carrying a salvus-conductus 
from John XXHI, the prior journeyed to Prag, " that wretched nest of 
heretics," where he found Huss. Starting with him and his party he 
journeyed to Stuttgart, where they spent a week. When Pogius heard 
Huss preach and noticed the impression the preaching had on the hearers, 
he was led to exclaim that all were full of the Holy Ghost. Huss's fiery 
words rang out with the injunction, Love your neighbor as yourself and 
God above all. Pogius himself was converted and came to the conviction 
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that Huss was no more of a heretic than Christ himself. Duke Eberhard 
of Wiirttemberg himself gave Huss his hand. The party started from 
Stuttgart November 2, 1414, and in due time reached Constance. 

At Constance, Huss was seized November 25, 1414, and imprisoned. 
Like a promontory of rock resisting the ocean, so the Bohemian resisted 
the accusations against him. At his hearings, June 5 and 6, he was 
denied a copy of the Bible, but said, "What does it matter though you 
should burn all the Bibles in the world ? Do I not know the whole Bible 
by memory except only the Books of the Chronicles?" 

The prisoner refused all offers to flee. In prison he sang so beauti- 
fully the Te Deum that the keepers were influenced to petition for his 
release. All sorts of people pressed to see and hear the poor Bohemian. 
Six charges were presented against him. He denied the transmutation of 
the elements. He despised the doctrine of the infallibility of the pope 
and the worship of angels. He called indulgences a sin against the 
Holy Ghost. He rejected celibacy. He denied the duty of uncon- 
ditional obedience to earthly superiors, and he rejected as null absolu- 
tion granted by priests in mortal sin. He explained the words "This is 
my body" to mean, "This represents my body," "for it is against plain 
reason to believe that a piece of dough made up of meal and water should 
be changed into human flesh." Neither at Jerusalem nor at Nicea was 
any such doctrine promulgated. As for the infallible pope, the Scrip- 
tures say, "No one is perfect but God only." God is a spirit and the 
Father of all, and reveals himself directly to all who approach him. 

Pogius reports the alleged defense of Huss at great length, and gives 
the actual number of votes cast, some of them being in favor of his 
innocence. The addresses of a number of the Fathers are given. Here 
are condensed statements which convey some idea of how Pogius in his 
own brain considered how matters went. 

Kongel, the representative of the Archbishop of Mainz, said, "My 
master holds that every sheep which has erred away and will not return 
must be put out of the world. He is become a grain of wheat to be 
crushed. Do not pity him. Let him die." — The Archbishop of Cologne: 
"He who will not take warning must suffer the penalty. When both 
will not avail then the gallows must do its work." — The Archbishop of 
Rheims: "H God wants a new church order, let him give a miraculous 
sign. Let the Bohemian's star go out. I vote for death." — The 
Bishop of London: "Because he hath blasphemed the claims of St. 
Peter let him die." — The Bishop of Brixen : "Let the goose be roasted." — 
The Bishop of Basel: "'An eye for an eye and a tooth for a tooth.' Let 
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him roast." — The Bishop of Paderborn: "Moses preached hope, Christ 
faith, and the pope obedience. The Bohemian will not obey. Let him 
therefore die." — The Bishop of Constance: "Six times has the sun 
made his yearly circuit since the last heretic was roasted here. If 
Huss is not cooked on the morrow, the people will cook us all in 
one pan." 

Other bishops, after similar sententious remarks, voted for death. 
But a number gave their votes for Huss's freedom, such as the bishops of 
Chur, Salzburg, Passau, Freising, Eichstadt. With practical unanimity 
the delegates from France, Italy, and England voted for death but, 
most strange to say, Vincentius Ferrer of Spain voted "innocent," 
saying, "In the name of all that is holy, just, and merciful, and in the 
name of popular freedom, I cast my vote against the death penalty." 
Many voices arose in the cathedral against the Papist plot to put Huss 
out of the way, and in the confusion stools and chairs were broken to 
pieces. The old Bishop of Cleves, who had expired during the voting, 
was propped up on his chair that he might, though dead, be a witness to 
the decision of death. 

The sentence followed. In the process of degradation the Bishop 
of London and the Archbishop of Rheims offered Huss an empty chalice, 
and the English prelate exclaimed, "O thou cursed Judas who hast for- 
saken the path of peace and taken counsel with the Jews, this cup we 
take from thee that thou mayest be deprived of all mercy. Cursed be 
the day of thy ordination. Wither like the figless tree which was cut 
down." As the prisoner passed out of the cathedral he saw Wyclif's 
writings and his own making food for the flames. At the stake he said, 
"Today you roast a poor goose [Huss] but a hundred years from now you 
will hear a swan singing [Luther.] Him you will not roast nor shall net 
entrap him." 

These paragraphs give some idea of the contents of this literary inven- 
tion. I wish they might also give an adequate idea of the spirited 
tone in which the letters are written. 

Fraud is easily detected if our accredited authorities for Huss's 
journey to Constance and trial are to be trusted. These are Mladenowicz, 
as his manuscript is given in the Monumenta Htissii, in shorter form, and 
by Palacky in the Documenta in the fuller form; Huss's letters written 
from Constance and also the Acts of the Council as contained in Richen- 
tal, Van der Hardt, Mansi, and Finke. To these must be added the 
words of Gerson and D'Ailly. Much given by Pogius conflicts squarely 
with the express statements of these authorities, and much of the matter 
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he gives seems plainly to be inconsistent with their silence. These are 
some of the flat contradictions or inconsistencies. 

According to our authorities, Huss's route took him not through 
Stuttgart. The stages of his journey are marked with precision in 
Huss's letters and by Mladenowicz, who made the journey with Huss. 
Pogius gives a description of a meeting between Jerome and Huss at 
Constance but, while the other accounts do not absolutely preclude such 
a meeting, they have not a suggestion to indicate that it occurred. 

More important, the six charges which Pogius cites as made against 
Huss are at variance with the list as we otherwise know it. First, 
Huss did not deny the worship of angels, his letters written from Con- 
stance being the proof. He nowhere rejects celibacy. He categorically 
repudiated the charge of holding to the remanence of the bread after 
the words of institution. So far as I recall, no passage in Huss's treatises 
against John XXIII's bull, calling for a crusade against Ladislaus, con- 
tains the assertion that an indulgence is a sin against the Holy Ghost. 

It would seem that the use of the name Costnitz for Constance was 
not in vogue among Germans at the time the Council met. This mistake, 
as the two German Huss scholars to whom I shall presently refer indicate, 
shows the fraud on the face of it. Luther often used the word Costenz 
and this is the name given in the title of the German translation to four 
of Huss's letters published with a preface by Luther's hand Wittenberg, 

IS37- 

The most interesting feature is the alleged vote which a number of 
German bishops gave in favor of Huss's innocence and in the interest 
of freedom of thought. This is most singular in view of the fact that 
Huss as is well known, incurred the mortal enmity, as he supposed, of 
the Germans by the part he took in the affairs of the University of 
Prag which led to the secession of the German masters and scholars in 
1409. Of course, looked at from the date 1875, such a representation of 
the German vote is easily accounted for as showing that, as in the vote 
over papal infallibility, 1870, the German bishops were predominantly 
against that doctrine, so at Constance they were likewise. 

The facts calculated to arouse suspicion that our heretofore accredited 
authorities on Huss are in some respects wrong are Pogius' apparently 
great familiarity with the customs of the fifteenth century and the 
personalities of Constance, as also the very name of the writer. Pogius 
looks very much like Poggio, the name of the representative of the 
Italian Renaissance who left us the graphic description of Jerome's 
trial and death (1416), contained in his letter addressed to Leonardo 
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Aretino. After searching in vain in Shepherd's Life of Poggio, written 
a hundred years ago, for any reference to this document, I was reassured 
that Poggio was a very different kind of a man from Pogius, the Niclasen 
monk. After a long search, I discovered a reference to the letters in 
Eiselein's Begritndeter Aufweis des Platzes auf welchem J. Huss und 
Hier. von Prag 1415, 1416 verbrannt wurden, Constanz, 1847. This 
author declares the letters spurious, laying stress upon the use of the 
term Costnitz by a German writer as impossible in the fifteenth century. 

I then wrote to Professor Loserth, of Graz, and Karl Miiller, of 
Tubingen, the substance of whose replies I give. 

Professor Loserth replied as follows: 

I have received only today Eiselein's book from Prag and could not write 
to you sooner. As regards Huss you can be at rest. The pretended communi- 
cation of Pogius is an up-and-down fraud ["ein ganz plumpes Machwerk"] 
intended to interest the world by making it appear that Poggio gave to a friend 
information of Huss's last days and death. Pogius' writing is from beginning 
to end an invention. The very inscription "Printed originally at Gost- 
nitz," is a lie. At that time, the Germans did not use Costnitz, which is 
Slavic, but Costenz or Constance. And besides, there are coarse errors in the 
book. There is nothing to add of note in the way of literature to my article 
"Huss in Herzog." 

As Karl Miiller was born in Swabia, a son of Prelat Miiller of Stutt- 
gart, and as Tubingen is near Reutlingen, I hoped he would be able to 
give the circumstances under which the letters were invented and 
printed. In this I was in part disappointed, as the distinguished his- 
torian's letter shows. He writes: 

The account of Huss's death is from top to bottom an invention or falsifica- 
tion. About that there can be not the least doubt. The name Pogius is quite 
arbitrary. Who invented the account I do not know, but probably it was 
written by the author of the first edition of 1846. I have not seen that edition. 
Our library contains only a reprint, Berlin, 1873, which was prepared by the 
Hussite committee in view of Huss's approaching anniversary. The state- 
ment that the edition of 1846 was a reprint of an edition printed at Costnitz in 
1523 is certainly a lie. At that time no soul in Germany used the form Costnitz. 
As to the cause behind the invention, for which you inquire, I can give no light. 
Without doubt the purpose was to set this and that circumstance of Huss's 
case aside. Why published at Reutlingen ? If we follow Eiselein, the falsifier 
was a Wurtemberger, but no name is suggested. In Reutlingen, between 1800 
and i860, many writers were reprinted. 

It is well at this time, with the five hundredth anniversary of Huss's 
death in view, to be on our guard against this plausible piece of fiction. 
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It must seem strange that it should have been reprinted in Berlin so 
recently. The vote against Huss was without dissent. There was no 
advocacy on the part of German bishops or any others in favor of free 
inquiry at that remarkable assembly of Latin Christendom convened in 
Constance, which condemned Huss to the stake for holding the heretical 
articles of John Wyclif . 

Davtd S. Schajt 
Western Theological Seminary 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 



NOTE TO PROFESSOR SCHAFF'S PAPER ON THE SPURIOUS 
TRACT ABOUT HUSS 

Professor Schaff has conclusively shown that the tract he has exam- 
ined is a fraud in so far as it purports to give authentic information 
about Huss. It seems to me, however, that it is not impossible that 
it was really first written and printed in 1523. If this were so, the 
purpose would be to draw a comparison between Luther and Huss. 
A well-known pamphlet of the time compares Christ's Passion with 
Luther's summons to Worms, and the parallel with Huss was on every- 
one's lips. All the errors for which Huss was condemned, according to 
this pamphlet, were among the charges brought against Luther. The 
use of the form "Costnitz" for "Constanz" seems unnatural in the 
nineteenth century, but was habitual in the sixteenth (cf. Luthers 
Tischreden, ed. Forstemann und Bindseil, IV, 337; Luthers Predigten, 
ed. Buchwald, 1905, p. 366). The individual judgments passed on 
Huss by the ecclesiastics seem remarkably like those censures which the 
holders of the same sees passed on Luther. The condemnation by the 
English prelate, for example, might well have suited Wolsey. It is 
notable that the Spanish bishop spoke for acquittal; this would seem 
to have been a compliment to the Spanish King Charles (or possibly 
one of his advisers) for keeping the safe-conduct inviolate. Finally 
Huss's prophecy of Luther given in this work is also found in the writings 
of the Reformer as early as 153 1. In his Glosse auf das vermeinte kaiser- 
liche Edikt (Werke, Weimar, XXXI, Part IH, p. 387) he says: "Sanct 
Johannes Hus hat von mir geweissagt, da er aus dem gefengnis im 
Behemerland schrieb, Sie werden jetzt eine gans braten (denn Hus 
heisst eine gans). Aber liber hundert jaren werden sie einen schwanen 
singen horen. Den sollen sie leiden." This alleged prophecy is a dis- 
tortion of some words of Huss, with possibly a reminiscence of a saying 



